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mining, by general agreement, the international status of
the canal; and though they have not been brought to a
successful issue, they cannot be said to have failed
entirely. They seem now (August, 1885) to be in a state
of suspended animation, ready to be brought back to
vigorous life as soon as the more pressing difficulties of
Egyptian finance and government are satisfactorily
settled.

Not only has the canal been made a subject of
negotiations between the Great Powers, but the company
to which it belongs has been invested with a quasi-
diplomatic status> and has entered into agreements and
conventions with states other than the territorial power,
as if it were to some extent a body recognized by Inter-
national Law. In an informal manner M. de Lesseps
has been treated for many years more.like the envoy of
a Sovereign than the chairman of a commercial company.
His "Yea" or " Nay" has been a most important factor
in negotiations, almost the only occasion on which it was
received with scant ceremony being when he protested
in the fashion of an injured potentate against the seizure
of the canal by the British in 1882.

The ninth point refers to facts which are notorious.
It will not, therefore, be necessary to discuss them at any
length. If we turn to the text of international documents,
the Sultan is Sovereign in Egypt. If we draw the only
natural conclusion from the provisions of those documents,
the Sultan and the Khedive are jointly Sovereign. If
we look at the facts of the case, and the history of the
last few years, we find that the Sultan's authority is little
more than a shadow, that first England and France
together, and then England alone, have exercised over
the Khedive the powers of a Suzerain, and that behind